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ANTIQUITY 


PROTESTANT RELIGION; 
With an Anſwer to Mr. Sclaters 


Reaſons, and the Colle&tions made by 
the Author of the Pamphlect entitled 
Nabes Teftium. 


STIR, 
HEN I reccivd your Letter, 
I did at firſt a little wonder, 
that fuch a- knowing per- 
ſon ſhould defire me to give a plain and 
particular proof of that Point which we 
Proteſtants do ftand upon, that our Re- 
ligion was Arciently and Generally profelt 
in the Chriſtian World, before the Refor- 
mation. | For the matter ſeems fo clear to 
thoſe who converſe with Books, and will 
not ſuffer themſelves to be govern'd by. 
artiality of judgment, that we may well 
6 amazed art the great-confidence of the 
B . Divines 


(2) 
Divines in the Church of Rcme, who 
would. fain perſwade you to believe the 
comrary ; whether out of a delign , or 
by means of their violent Paſſions and 
prejudices, I will not fay. 

It is indeed taken for granted by peo- 
ple on that ſide, that at the Reformation 
their Church was the only Catholick 
Church in the World; and that their 
Faith was undoubtedly True and Primi- 
tive 1n all its particulars ; becauſe other- 
wiſe the Church (as they conceive) muſt 
have failed; and the Promiſes of God, 
touching his preſerving and aſſiſting his 
Church to the Worlds end, muſt have 
cometo nothing. Upon which fale ſuppo- 
ſitions they run away at all rates with ma- 
ny ſtrange notions of Vs, and of the Re- 
formation, beheving and giving 1t out , 
that we forſook the True Church which 
was entitled to Gods Patronage and 
Guardianſhip, and did ſet up a new Reli- 
gion which no good Chriſtians ever 
ownd ; and therefore that we muſt needs 
be in a miſerable and Toft condition. 

Seeing then the difference between us is 
fo wide, either They or We muſt neceſſarily 

| be 


(39 
be undera very great miſtake : And there- 
fore in. complance with your: commands 
T ſhall indeavour to fatishe you, that the 
miſtake les not on our {ſide ; eſpecially , 
ſince the Author of the Nabes Teftinm, 
and Mr. Sclater 1n his Conſenſus veterum, 
have taken fo much pains to poſleſs the 
World with a Notion to the contrary. 

In the proſecution of this matter I ſhall, 

1. Firſt, take as ſhort and as particular 
a view as Ican, of the State of Chriftiani- 
ty, from the Primitive times to the Re- 
formation; and ſhew you how the Do- 
ctrines, we profeſs, were generally profeſt 
and own'd from Age to Age, in thoſe 
Churches which are nearer home. 

2. That at the Reformation and before, 
the Faith .of - thoſe Churches , which are 
more Remote and diftant from Us, was 
the ſame with Ours, in moſt of thoſe ma- 
terial points which lie now under debate. 
And when theſe Two things are cleared, 
ſeveral inferences will eafily follow, which 
will abundantly ſerve to juſtifie Our Re- 
formation, and to diſcharge-the Proteſtant 
Religion from thoſe - Imputations, which 


are commonly but unjuſtly caſt upon it. 
B 2 1. Firſt 
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r. Firſt, let us look into the condition 
of Religion from the Primitive Ages to 
the time of the Reformation; and ſee , 
if thoſe Doctrines, which we Proteſtants 
profeſs, were not profeſt and own from 
Age to Age, before eyer the Name of 
Proteſtant became a characteriſtical note 
of Diſtinction. And'for the clearing of ' 
this, I think 1t too tedious to gather up 
Sentences, and ends of Sayings - out of 
the Ancients, as Mr. Sclater, and the Au- 
thor of the Nubes Teftinm have endea- 
vourd to do. For they know well, that 
we have a Catalogus Teſtiuam, to which 
their Nabes 1s but as it were of a Hands 
breadth. And belides the /atter of theſe 
doth ingenuouſly confeſs, That many things 

Prijuce PE 3' in the Ancient Fathers dre Obſcure ; that their 
Names have been prefixt to Books, of which 
they were never the Authors ; and that ad- 
ditions have been made to ſome of their 
writings ; beſides the divers miſtakes of 
Tranſcribers in the publiſhing of their Works. 

The moſt effectual way therefore will 
be to obſerve the Doctrines of the Anci- 
ents in their Diſputations and C ontroverſies 
with the Adverſaries of the Truth, and 


that 
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that, cicher when they purpoſely wrote 


againſt ſome known Error,/ and generally 
uſed the ſame arguments,” as ſo many Re- 
ceived Principles; or when they met tp- 
rp in Councils to ſettle matters by Sh. 4 
ick Canons and Definitions. Theſe obſcr- 
vations will more-readily, and more cer- 
tainly help us to underſtand the ſenſe of 


the Ancient Church, than our having re- 


courſe to this or that;paſſagein particular 
Authors: So that if it be made appear, 
that our Religion is agrecable to that 
which the Ancients did in their Diſpatati- 
ons and Afemblies maintain, as the Pri- 
mitiye Faith, you need not enquire further 
for your ſatisfaction, nor trouble your ſelf 
with Heaps of quotations out of fing/e 
Authors ; unleſs you have a mind to gra- 
tifie your Czrioſity, and for that you may 
conſult Biſhop Taylors Difſmaſive , or Br 
ſhop Mortons Appeal, or Bilhop Uſhers An- 
ſwer to the Feſuites challenge ; which the 
Writers in this Age would do well to try 
1 they can Anſwer. 

But to go to our buſineſs : It is noto- 
rious, that the firit great Controverſies in 
the Church were about the Common a 

| the 


on 
crines of Chriſtianity; a great many He- 
reticks for divers Ages,: from ' Simon Ma- 
gus downward to Pope: Honorins, andthe 
reſt of the' Monothelites, violently ogpo 
ſing, ſome the Reality of Chriſts Hamane 
Nature; ſome his Divinity, fome,the Diftin- 
ion between his two Natures; ſome, the 
Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, as a diſtinct Per- 
ſon from the Father and the Son, and the 
like general Principles which the Chriſtian 
Church held. Againſt theſe Seducers, 
not only Books were written by the Primi- 
tive Fathers ſevcrally, but divers Councils 
were called ; the firit a Local Synod at An- 
tioch againit Paulus Samoſatenus, who taught 
that our Saviour was a meer Man. After 
this, Six general Councijis met : The T irſt 
at Nice againſt Arius, for 'aflerting that | 
Chriſt Jeſus was a Creature: The Second 
at Conflantinople againſt - the Eunomians 
and Sabellians, and the reſt that affirm'd 
the Holy Ghoſt to be a Creature too : the 
Third at Epheſus againſt Neſtorius for re- 
viving the Arian Herefie : The Fourth ar 
Chalcedon againſt Eutyches, who own'd the 
Divincand Humane Nature too,yet taught 
that upon the Union of them, both were 
mixt, 
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mixt, Abſorpt and Tranfubſlantiated wto 
One ; The Fifth at Conſtantinople again, to 
ſtifle a freſh che Neftorian Blaſphemy : and 
the Sixth there a/ſo againft Pope Honorius, 
and hisAffociates, who own'd,as but oneNa- 
ture(asEutyches did )fo but one Will neither. 

Now what was the buſineſs of all theſe 
zealous Fathers, but ro confirm the 4- 
poſtles Creed,which had been handed,down 
to them from the beginning? They look't 
upon It to contain all things neceflary to be 
belicyed ; they reckoned 1t the ſaving, and 
the Only ſhort Rule of Faith ; the Faiththar 
1s Immovable (as Tonatius the Martyr call'd 
It;) the unmovable and Irreformable Farth (as 
Tertullian:;) the Perfect Faith, that znites all jorar Ep. ad 
Churches throughout the whole World into one _—_ 
body (as Irenzus thought ;) the Right Catho- Fe &1: © 3- 
tick Faith (as Athanaſizs and the reſt of the 
Ancients dideſteem it.) This was the rea- 
fon, why chey WCEre fo Ver Y In- Super hac autem iidem in Chal- 
dafirious and carcfuf to keep <eve_fanll Fane ouettemett- 


zaverunt eos qui alind Symbolum, 


the COMIMNNan Creed inviolable . tradiderunt aut tradunt, preter 


I As : hoe quod expoſitum eſt a trecentis 
$0 that.as uſt EFR2ATH theFEm PCrOor decem (4 ofto ſanftis Patribus,t» 

| 40 YOTIPRE > cxplanatum a centam qQuinquazin- 
cells US ., the Fathers of the ta ſanfis Patribus. Juitinian. 7n 


Quinte Synodi Collat. prima, Con- 


Councl| at Chalcedon ; anathe- cil Tom. 4.part, 2 pag. 47, £dir 
matizd all thoſe that had deli- ©: 
verec;, 


CS 


vered; or dodeliver any other Symbol, be- 
ſides that Greed of theApoſtles , which 
was explained by the two firſt general 
Councils, that at Nzce, of 318 Fathers ; and 
the next at Conflantinople conlifting of an 
hundred and fifty. 

I know not what the Men of. Trent 
thought of this heavy Anathema , when 
they Added to the Ancient Creed a great 
many New Articles of their «wr, as equal- 
ly Neceſary to Salvation. But by this, Sir, 
you may ſee that the Apoſt/es Symbol, as it 
was explicated in the firit General Coun- 
cils, was that and that only, winch the 
Primitive -Fathers fo zealoutly contended 
to maintain ; which you cannot con- 
ceive, why it ſhould have been, had not 
_ they concluded it to be a Perfe# Summary. 
And this I note, not only to ſhew their 
great and moſt unreaſonable ancharitable- 
72{s, who condemn all that ſtick to this 
Primitive Creed only : But moreover to 
vindicate our fſclves, who own and teach 
the very ſame Articles of Faith, and nc- 
cc{lary principles of Chriſtianity, which 
was the only thing contended for by the 
old Catholick Fathers. Upon which ac- 
count, 
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count we are no more Hereticks, than They 
were, our Creed being the very fame with 
Theirs: So that there canbe no colour of 
Reafon for any to forſake our Communi- 
on , as if our Faich were unſound or De- 
feAive; or to be diſſatisfied in their munds, 
as it there were any danger of 'their Hap- 
pine(s, if they be but careful to adorn this 
Faith witha ſutable converſation. 

And hence I cannot bur look upon at, 
as a ſtrange piece of weakneſs (at leaſt ) 
in the Divines of that party , that they 
are fo groſly miflaken 1n their notion of 
of the Catholick Faith. For they quite 
over-look the: Common Creed, as if that 
were not-7t, (whereas in Truth, that alone 
is the Catholick Faith; ) and gave that 
Title to the Trent-confeſſion, which 15. the 
Roman Faith only ; and yet whoever de- 
niethany. part of that Confeſsion, though 
he owns the Apoſtles Symbol , muſt be 
hooted at prefently-asan Heretick, - 

Nor can it be thought any leſs than 
ſtrange Inconſiderationin Mr.Sc/ater, that 
he ſhould leave our Church for that of Rome, 
upon an Idea he hath formed in his own 


fancy. of thatchurches Vnity un the Faith. 
C for 


Page. 5. 


For 1s not ozr Church in moſt perfe&t Vnzty 
as to the Chriſtian Faith? Were the A- 
poſtles: Creed profeſt only in the Romar 
Church, we might all go thither. Bur 1s 
not our Faith the ſame with Hers, in thoſe 
points wherein 'us: truly Primitive and Ca- 
tholith Tf Mr:::Sclater can ſhew us, 
wherein we contradict any of thoſe prin- 
ciples of Chriftianity , which fo many 
Ancient ' Councils :confirm'd as the 0ne 
Catholick 'Faith, :we twill not blame him 
for thinking, that we have broken the 


Unity thereof.. But we are fo far from 


oftering an bandred Faiths (as he unrvor- 
thily infhauates ) that we teach bur 0re, 
and .the fame, which is Common th all the 
Churches in. the World. - Therefore his 
Itrle:quotations: our of Ionatins, Ee yprian, 
and the-ſuppoſititious Clemens Romanus,are 
nothing ar all to lis purpoſe. Burt his 
Allegation out oft Iferaws (pag; 8) is grotly 
impertinents\*Fot Trenehs' evidently ſpeaks 


of the Apoſttes Creed, and of that alone. 


Pray conſult the place; and fee if Irenzns 


ten, liv. 2, (OE Not 'expreſly and diftinctly 'Yepear 


the ſubſtance of that Confelsion, the'Ar- 
ticles whereof we -repeat daily im our 
Churches : 
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Churches ; and then he preſently ſubjoyms, 
in the very next Chapter , This Dodrine 
and Faith the Church keeps with all care, as 
if ſhe dwelt in one Houſe, although ſhe be 
diſſeminated ever the whoſe World. Her 
Faith is agreeable to theſe Dodtrines, as if 

ſhe had one Soul, and one and the ſame 
Heart. Theſe Articles ſhe doth conſonantly 
preach, teach and deliver,as if ſhe had but one 
mouth. For though there be different Lan- 
guages, yet the Faith delivered is one and 
the ſame. Neither do the Churches in Ger- 
many believe or teach any other Faith, nor 
do thoſe Churches. in Spain , nor thoſe in 
France, or thoſe in the Raſt, nor thoſe in E- 
oypt , or thoſe in Lybia , nor thoſe in the 
middle parts of the World : But as the Sun 
is one the ſame in the whele World, ſo the 
Dc&rine of Truth every where ſhines , and 
enlightens all men that are willing to come 
to the knowledge of the Truth: He adds too 
( which Mr. Sc/ater diſingenuouſly con- 
ceals ) that none of the Governours of the 
Church, though never ſuch able men, do teach 
any other Dofrines than theſe ( for no man 1s 
above his Maſter) nor doth the weakeſt di- 
miniſh the Faith delivered : But the Creed 
C2 being 
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being one and the ſame , the greateſt man 
doth not add more, no doth the meaneſt man 

believe leſs. 
And now Sir, what is all this for the 
advantage of the preſent Roman Faith , 
which is ſuperadded to the Apoſtles Sym- 
bol ? This paſſage 1s fo far from countenan- 
cing, that it utterly condemns that Addition. 
Or what is all this againſt Vs, who be- 
lieye & teach that veryſameFaith which all 
ChriſtianChurches did adhere to in hens 
time ? Or what encouragement 1s all this 
for any man to lcayeour Communion, as if 
we had violated the Unity of the Faith? The 
truthis,Ireneus & thereſtof the Ancients ſaid 
(as we do)that Chriſt hath but oze Catholick 
Church on Earth ; that all Churches make 
up this Catholick Church ; that they are all 
united in one by one common Faith, 
and that the ApoſtlesCreed, 15 that oneand 
only Faith. Now this Faith is uniformly 
believed by us; and therefore Mr. Sc/ater 
needed not to fay ( ashe doth pag. 10. ) 
What would I have once given to have found 
fach Unity among Proteſtants ? Let him but 
give us our Due, and we defire no more, 
and this he cannot deny without denying 
us. 
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us our due, that in, England, Scotland, Den- 
mark, Sweedland, Geneva, Zurich, &c: we 
have one common Creed, and the fame which 
United all Local Churches into one Catho- 
lick Charci,in the Days of 0/4. Bur though 
we Proteſtants are United into one Farth, 
yet becauſe we are not United under one 
” Pope(no more than the Primitive Churches 
were)Mr.Sclater leaves us. Avery ſtout Rea- 
ſon!If yer that beone of the Trae Reaſons: 
But by what we have ſeen of hisReaſons yer, 
we haveſomecauſe to believe, he hath fome 
other reaſons that are ſtronger than this ; 
ſome Reſerv d Reaſons, among thoſe which 
he calls ( Pag-5.) is Referv d Principles. 

But to let Mr. Sc/ater go at preſent, till 
we meet him again. The Author of the 
NubesTeftium would perſwade you to think, 
that in thoſe By-opinions wherein. we dit- 
fer from the Roman Church, the Primitive 
Fathers arc on their fide. 

For the clearing therefore of this Mat- 
ter, I ſhall cake a very ſhort courſe ; by 
e1ving you an Hiſtorical account of che 
Serics of Aﬀairs from the Primitive Ages, 
as Controverſies about theſe Points did 
happen to ariſe : And by this account 

| you 
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you will eaſily diſcern, that our Opinions 

are the moſt Ancient and Catholick Opinions. 

After the Catholick Faith had becn on- 

firm'd, and tne Controverlie with Arizs de- 
termin'd at th? Nricene Council about Arno 

325. another Controverſie arofe about Pri- 

macy, ſome Biſhops of Rome pretending to 
Supream Authority, an d Univerſal Juriſdi- 

ction over the reſt. But this was clearly 
Tz;-19-an Innovation < for an Ancient Canon had 
emer fears Deen provided ( which was the Churches 
3 7%» » Rule,duringtheReigns of HeathenPrinces) 
duels Te&- That the Biſhops of every Country ſhould ſab- 


Tov, %, Hye 


v-. 2.13: , mit to him that was their Primate, and own 


IR his for their Head, and do nothing ( of Mo- 
34: "ment ) without his Approbation. By - which 
Canon the Primacy was fixt in the Arch- 

_ biſhop of every Province, andall Metro- 
polirans throughout the World, ſtood up- 

on the ſame Level, and had the ſame Su- 

pream Authority 1n their Reſpective Ju- 
rifdictions and Countries. You cannot but 

{mule to ſee what a Marginal Note there is 

Z-iſzifio E- Upon this Canon in Binius's Edition of it x 
| one] he Furiſdiction of Bilhops (except the Ro- 
ns er Of IAN Biſhops) is Circamſcribed within certain 
circumſerips ond determinate Limits. But there is not 
the 


(15) 
the leaſt ground or colour. for that excep- 
tion : the continual practice of the Church 
in thoſe times ſhews 1t to bea forced Inter- 
pretation of the Canon); for the Jurifdicti- 
on of the Roman Bilhops was /imited, as 
all the others was ſo that Aenens Sylvins 
( afterwards Pope Pius the ſecond ) 1nge- 
nuouſly confeſt, rhat befere the Nicene 
Council, little reſpeft was had to the Church 
of Rome, | 

Nor did the Nicene Council give the Ro- . 
man Biſhops any Title to their pretended 
Primacy. For in the {ixth Canon of that 


Council tlie Fathers decreed, that the An- Ta agyats 
cient Cuſtomes ſhouldhold; that the Biſhop «*meerere, 


of Alexandria ſhould have power over them © 
who' were in Egypt, Lybia, and Pentapolis ; 
becauſe this was likewiſe the cuſtome for the 
Biſhop of Rome. Alſo that Antioch and 
other Provinces ſhould have the ſame Privi- 
ledoes preſery d to their Churches. Whence 
it appcars, that1a thoſe times the Juriſdi- 
. Etion of the Roman Patriarch was limited 
and bouned5 and that to the Suburbicary 
Churches 1n Italy C as Ryfinus rightly 
_ underſtood that Canon.) 2. That 'other 
Provinces had the ſame equal priviledges 

within 
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within themſelves, that the Roman Church 
had, 3. Thatihoſe priviledges were every 
where founded os ancient Cuſtomes. 4-That 
thoſe Cuitomes ſhould ſtill continue 1n 
force. 

But all this could not bound the Am- 
bition of ſome Biſhops of Rome, who cn- 
deavour'd and hoped to erlarge their Ju- 
r1{diction by the great Intereſt they had 1n 
the (now Chriſtian) Emperors , who cx- 
preſt much tenderneſs co the Church in 
lieu of choſe hardſhips ſhe had endured in 
times of Perſecution ; and thought it no 
little Piety, out of Veneration to the Me- 
mories of St. Peter and St. Paul, to be kind 
to their Succeſlors : and this was one thing 
that by degrees brought the Church of 
Rome into great requelt. Beſides, Schif- 
maticks and Hereticks who lay under 
Church-cenſures, were wont to appeal to 
the Emperor for redreſs, as the Donatiſts 
did to Conftantine inthe Pontificateof Mel- 
chiades. The Emperor thinking it pro- 
per for him to commur the cogniſance of 
Church Cauſes into the hands of Church- 
men, did uſe to depute and delegate the 
Biſhop of his own See, with ſome more of 


the 
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the Clergy, to examine the matters. And 
as this gave encouragement to Factious 
men, ever and anon to have recourſe to 
the Church of Rome, fo it gave encourage- 
ment alſo to the Biſhops of Rome to in- 
croach upon the Priviledges of other Coun- 
tries, where ſuch cauſes ſhould regularly 
| have been heard and determin'd in publick 
Synods. Tet 1t 1s obſervable, that for a 
long Tract cf time, the Biſhops of Rome ne- 
yer attempted to .exccute their zſurped 
power , bur ſtill they mer with great 0p- 
poſition from thoſe who aflerted their own 
Canonical Priviledges and Rights; Thus 
when Fulius endeavoured to interpoſe in 
the caſe of Athanaſius, who had been un- 
juſtly condemned by che Oriental Biſhops 
1n the Synods of Tyre and Antioch, though 
Falius pretended only, that 'twas not Ca- 
nonically done, but that himſelf and o- 
ther Biſhops ought to have been intereſled 
to0 1N an affair of that High nature ; yet 
Tulius his appearing in this cauſe put the 
Oricncal Biſhops into a rage,as you may ſee 
by his Jetter to them 3 wherein he takes 


notice of their Paſſion and oppolition ; and func. rim-r. 
confeſles, that they charged him with kind-. 


ling 


UL —_—— <re tA. caorano_s toes 
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2uinam dicen- [71.5 a flame of Diſcord ; and that they were 


di (unt flamma 


/orrdie wr , poſttioe In their Opinion, that in all Biſhop- 
demidnobs ricks the Honour was really equal and the 
ebicdtis ? Jul. ſame , and that the Honour ( much leſs the 
V's parem e- Power of a See ) did not increaſe by the preat- 
unden bor Neſs of Cities. This was point blank to ſtop 


rem in omnibus 


£iop«ibx the growth of the Pope of Romes power as 


cenſetis eſſe,neqz 


ex magnidine a meer Uſurpation upon the Authority and 


civitatum ( ut 


wo Serie) Rights of other Biſhops, when yet all that 

«chat yr Zulius ſeems to have contended for, was 

wid That Athanaſius Is caſe might be re-conſ+- 
dered in a general Council, wherein he 
himſelf and other Weſtern Biſhops might 
be concern. 

But when T:nocent the firſt made a try- 
al of hzs skill upon the African Churches, 
by occaſion (as tis thought ) of an Ap- 
peal made to him by Ce/etius the Pelagian 
Heretick , who had been condemn'd at 
home in Africa; the Africans to maintain 
their own Priviledges, and the Canons of 
the Catholick Church decreed at the Mile- 

conc, milevi, Vitan Council, that when Presbyters, Dea- 
me cons, or other infericur Clerp y-men did appeal 
from their-own Biſhops , jome n-ighbouring 
Biſhops ſhould hear the cauſe : and if they aþ- 
pealed from them too, they (hould not appeal, 


but 
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but to the African Councils, cr to the Primates 
of their own Provinces. But whoſoever ſhould 
appeal beyond the Sea, ſhould not be receiv d 
into Communion by any in Africa. Which 
decree, though it ſpeaks particularly of 
Presbyters and Deacons , yet it reacheth 
Biſhops alſo 'as is clear from the 31. Ca= 
non of the Carthaginian Council ( Three 
years after this) that the ſame thing againſt 
Appeals beyond the Sea., had been often de- 


creed concerning Biſhops too. And this Cuts *a, $ awe 
oft the common ſubterfuge of the Roma- #ovinver | 
FOANAKIS Eet- 


riſts , who are wont to pretend , that the ,,,, cn. 
Milevitan Canon concern'd the inferiour Carth.s.3r. 


Clergy onely; as if the Pope had not 
power of Juriſdiction over Presbyters and 
Deacons too, if he had any over Biſhops, 
eſpecially if he hathit (asthey fay) by Dz- 
vine Right. 

Notwithſtanding all this, the Succeſſors 
of Innocent, ( Zozimus, Boniface and Cale- 
ſtine) pretended ſtill ſucceſſively to this 
claim of Juriſdiction in the African 
Churches : whereby you may ſee, what 
anill uſe they made of that favour, which 
the Emperours ſhew'd ſome of their Prede- 
cellors ; for now inſtead of being the Em- 

D 2 PErors 
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perors Delegates , or their Neighbours, 
friendly Arbitrators, they pretended ro be 
the moſt rightful Fudges of foreign 
caules, 3 
During the time of the Three foremen- 
tioned Popes, the great caſe about Appeals 
to Rome was depending 1n Africa ; and for 
the determining of the Controverlie, the 
Carthaginian Council was called, confiſting 
of 217 Fathers, whereof St. Azftin was one, 
Anno 4.19. The Pope grounded his claim of 


| Juriſdiction upon a pretended Canon of the 


Nicene Council : to which the Africans an- 
ſwered , They knew nothing of any ſuch Ca- 
n0n, nor could find any thing to that effet in 
thoſe Copies they had of the As of that Coun- 
cil. But being not willing either to make a 
Rupturein the Church, or to loſe their own 
Priviledges, they condeſcended to let the 
matter reft,tll they could procure the moſt 
Authenrick Copies of the Nicene Canons, 
For which purpoſe they difpatche away 
Meſſengers to Conſtantinople, to Antioch, 
and to Alexandria, ſuppoling it impoſlible 
for them to. maſs of the True Copies in 
thoſe Churches. No ſooner did they re- 
ceive thoſe Copics but preſently they found 
how 


(22) 
how they had been impoſed upon by the 
Biſhops of Rome, for theic whole. pretence 
was a Forgery : Whereupon they confirm'd 
and inlarged the former Milevitan Decree, 
againſt any Clergy-man's appealing to the 
See of Rome z and, to juſtifie their Acts, they - 
ſent a Synodical Epiitle to Pope Celeſtine ; 
wherein they call thoſe Appeals , Improba 
Refugia , Wicked Refuges ; they pleaded , 
That no Councils had ever taken away the An- 
cient Rights of the African Churches, but that 
the Council at Nice had left, not Presbyters 
onely, but all Biſhops alſo, to the Fudgment of 
their own Metropolitans, they ſhew'd the 
Reaſonableneſs of this Decree, it being 1m- 
polhible for any man to be tryed fo fairly as 
at home , where every man was known, an 
Witneſſes were reaty at hand. For all this 
they referred themſelves to the Nicene Ca- 
nons, the True Copies whereof they had 
now receized; and in the End they chid,. ts 
his Helincks for his Uſurpation ; earneſt[y phim Seculi in 


S. . Eccleſiam Chrze« 
exhorted [11121 . neither to ENCOUYATE fach ji videamur in 


ducere, Vide 


Appellants to him, nor to ſend any Legates cir. car- 
abroad in juch caſes; leſt it ſhould be a *n.£9c3" 


CL 


MECAamns of bringing {25 they call i) the ſ wel mans 


ling Pride of the World into the Church of «Tm. » 
Chrift Tine” 


Pag. 12. 


( 22) 

This manifeſtly ſhews on our fide, that 
theBiſhop of Romes pretence to a Primacy 
over the whole Chriſtian World 1s an 1no- 
vation, and incroachment upon the juſt Li- 
berties and Canonical Priviledges of all 
other Churches. And hefore I go on, I 
cannot but note it as great Weaknefs and 
Ignorance (for I am loath to call it a 
Fraud ) in Mr. Sclater ; who, to ſupport 
the Univerſal Paſtourſhip of that Italian 
Prelate ( to whoſe Foreign power he hath 
ſubjected himſelf contrary to his Oaths of 
Supremacy and Allegiance too ) cites the 
Canon of the Nicene Counci], and for the 
Authority of them ſends us to a pretended 
Epiſtle of Arhanaſius ad Marcum. You may 
obſerve,that theAuthor of theNubesTeflium 
was Wiſer than to quote either thoſe Canons, 


or that Epiſtle;becauſe there is noCanon to 
that purpoſe among the Acts of the Nicene 


Fathers, nor was eyer ſuch a Canon pre- 
tended, but what was Forged and Suppo- 


fſititious. And as for the Epiſtle ad Marcum 


which goes under the name of Athanaſirs ; 
the Learned men in the Church of Rome 
have been aſhamed long ago to own its 
Authority, knowing it to be aSpuriozs piece. 
Ba- 
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Baronius and Poſevine both reject that E- 
Epiſtle; and ſo doth Be/larmine, and the 


Abbreviator of Baronius, Henricus Sponda- Bellam. : 


ns, rejects the Epiſtle and Canons both, 
though Mr. S/ater 1s pleaſed to lay ſuch 


ſtreſs upon them. Tis pity , that when he #%** 2 


had thoughts of writing his Reaſons, he 
did not conſult ſome knowing Friend, 
what Authors he ſhould uſe, and what 
Books were Genuine , and what Spartous ; 
tor when he quoted that Epiſtle adMarcam, 
and call'd it Athanaſius his,he might as well 
have quoted the Narrative of 7ritus Oates, 
and called it the Hiſtory of Titus Livins. 
But to go on to our Buſineſs : Soon at- 


ter theſe tranſactions in Africa, a General Can. 8. 


Council of 200 Fathers was held at Ephe- 
ſas, and there 1t was decreed again, That 
no Biſhop ſhould invade anothers Province, 
but that every Metropolitan ſhould retain his 
due power, aid every Province ſhould have its 
Ancient Rights and Priviledges preſerved. Of 
which Decree they expreily gave Three 
rcaſons. 1. Leſt-the Canons of the Church 
ſhould be tranſgreſt. 2. Leſt the Churches 
of Chriſt ſhould unawarcs loſe theirLiberty. 
3, Leſt the Fride cf Secular Power ſhould be 
brought 
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brought into the Church ; which was the 
'very Reaſon and Expreſſion the Africans 
had uſed a little before againſt the 1n- 
croachments of Pope Celeſtine. 

About Twenty years after this, a New 
Scene of Afﬀairs appear'd , which is well 
worth your Obſervation, A great Synod 
of 630 Fathers met at Chalcedon : and 
there, notwithſtanding the Oppoſition of 
the Popes Legates, they confirmd the Ca- 
nons that had been made at the Council 
of Conſtantinople, and gave the Biſhop of 
Conflantinople, equal Honours and Priviledges 

| Vide Cm. Con. P1th the Biſhop of Rome ; mearung, not any 
ſtaminop. Can. Supremacy of Power Or Fariſdiction , but 
Cn! che An Honourable Precedency for Order ſake; 
' ***--The Reaſon of this was, becauſe the Im- 
perial Seat was now removed to Conſtanti- 

nople ; It was called, New Rome, and cn- 

joyed the ſame civil Priviledges that the 

O14 did : and becauſe an Honourable Pre- 

cedency had been givento the Biſhopof 0/4 

Rome ( not upon any pretence of a Prvine 

right he had to it, but out of reſpect to 

the Imperial City, as the Fathers at Chalce- 

aon plainly declared) therefore they thought 

it reaſonable, that the hike Honourable 
precedency 
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ſhould be granted to the Biſhop 'of New 
Rome alſo. Upon this there were ſtrait ve- 
ry ſtrong fears 1n Italy, that ina little time 
the Power would go along with the He- 
20ur ; and that the Biſhop of Conſtantinople 
would carry away that Uniyerſal Suprema- 
cy and Juriſdiction, which ſome Biſhops of 
Rome had hitherto contended for. Now 
"tis very Uſetul and Pleaſant to obſerve 
what a ſtrange Change this preſently 
wrought. For as other Chruches had hi- 
therto beſtirred themſelves againſt the 
pretences of the Church of Rome, ſo now 
the very Church of Rome beſtirred her ſelf 
againſt the pretences of the Church of Con- 
ftantinople, and with the ſame Arguments: 
Now the Note was alter'd on aſudden, and 
even the Biſhops of Rome were vehemently 
ſer againſt Pride and Ambition. They urg'd 
our Saviours . ggecepts of Humility, and 
eſpecially in Pops: They inſiſted upon 
the Priviledges of all Chriſtian Churches 
they ſtood ſtifly for the Canors, eſpecially 
for thoſe of the Nicene Council ( though 
ſome of their Predeccſiors had broken 
them-) So that could Authority alone for 
eyer baffle the claim of Univerſal Paſtour- 
" M ſhip, 
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ſhip, we need uſe onely the Authority 
of Three Biſhops of Rome , that in their 
turns undertook the Quarel with the 
Conſlantinopolitans. | 

Firſt Pope Leo engaged in 1t with all 
imaginable Zeal. He wrote to Aratclius 
himſelf, the then Biſhop of Conflantinople, 
rebuked him for his Infolence and Ambi- 
tion; pleaded the Canons againft him ; 
»indicated the Priviiedges of all Primates , 

IE told him chat every Primate ſhould keep 
ad anatol. & within his own bounds, without invading the 


4 Marcian, . 
4 Pulcher. & Rights of others, and what not ? He wrote 


in likewiſe to Marcian the Emperor , com- 
Cacil Tom. 2: p[aining heavily of Anatolins for breaking 
the Churches peace, for violating the Decrees 

of the Council of Nice, and the like; and 
cherefore deſired the Emperor to pull his 

Pride down. He wrote roo to the Em- 

preſs Pulcheria, accuſing Anatolius to Her 

alfo , and begging her aſfsiſtance againſt 

him. He wrote tothe very Synod at Chal- 

cedon, and told them ( though they cared 

not for it) that he would not look upon 

their Acts, as to Anatolixs, to be valid. 

Beſides all this, he wrote alfoto the Biſhop 

of Antioch, defiring him likewiſe to be a 

Party, 
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Party, and to engage the reſt of the O- 
riental Biſhops againſt Aratolizs : butI do 
not find that chey would be concern'd, be- 
cauſe 'twas onely an Honourary matter 
which was granted to the Conſtantinopolitan 
See, being now the Imperial Seat ; and 
they could not but underſtand what was 
the bottom of Leo's grudge. | 
Above an Hundred years after this, it 
ſ{cems a Synod at Conſtantinople gave Fohn, 
the Biſhop of that place, the Title of Oe- 
cumenical or Univerſal Bishop. Indeed the 
thing was evil, and it had grown to an 
Head by degrees ; like a noxious Humour, 
that firſt gathers , then Supparates, and 
at laſt comes to plain Impoſtumation. And 
nqgw another Pope appear'd in the Contro- 
verſie, Pelagius the 2d: He inveighd bit- 
terly againit Fohn; andin a Letter to him 
charged him , with the moſt ſevere re- 
bukes, to forbear that Raſh, Proud, and Sx- . 
perſtitions Title ( as he called it.) And 1n vie Gregor: 
.an Epiſtle ro the Synod that had granted it, S&.5E 
he dealt very roundly with them, con- {9 Hens. 
demmisg the Title as a Deviliſh Uſurpation ; i, Finii Cm 


Tom, 2. Pat. 2« 


as injurious to the Honour of all Patriarchs, te 257. i: 
Gratian. decret. 


and to the power of all Biſhops, and as that e«. 303 
| E-4 which 


Greg hb. 4: 
Ep. 32, 36, 38. 
oo lib.6, Ep.28, 
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which wiolated the Nicene Canons, and 
would bring the Members of Chriſt into $la- 
zery : In which particular Pope Pelagizs 
was too much a Prophet. 

Pelagius dying, the quarrel was left in 
the hands of his Succeſſor , Gregory the 
Great. Now he tells us, that this New 
Title, which John of Conftantinople had U- 
ſurped , Scandalizd all men 3; that all the 
Biſhops were inraged at it , and all their 
Mouths were opened againſt it ; that the Uni- 
werſal Church was diſquieted about it ; that 
the peace of the Church was broken, and that 
the whole Church was rent in pieces by the 
Scandal it had given. Such great and 
ſtrong oppoſition did that Arrogant name 
preſently mect with: and yet the Title of 
Univerfal Biſhop was 1n thoſe a Title of 
Dignity onely, without any Power of Uni- 
verſal Furiſdifron : It was nothing in 
compariſon of that which ſome have u- 
ſurped a claim to Since. And if a vain 
Name raade ſuch work in that Age, 'tis 
paſt imagination to conceive what cla- 
mours and diſturbances would have been 
then throughout. the whole Church, by a 
Newer pretence to Umverfal power and Au- 


thorit y 
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thority; a thing thart is full of the 
moſt Terrible and Miſchieyous' confe- 
QUENCES. if 

But of all men then living, none ſeem- 
ed to haye been ſet more fiercely againſt 
the Title of Univerſal Bishop, then Pope 
Gregory hurafelf was. Concerning whom 
I obſerve briefly Three things. 4. That 
he declaimed againſt the Biſhop of Con- 
ftantinople, as a Robber, as a Wolf, asan In - 
croacherupon the Rights of all the Bishops ; 
as the Imitator and follower of Lucifer-in his 
Pride, and as the Fore-runner of Antichriſt. 
2. That he wrote ſeveral Letters to Mau- 
ritius the Emperor, to the Bisghops of Alex- 
andria, Antioch, Theſſalonica, and divers 
more, to {trengrhen his intereſt againſt 


che Uſurping: Patriarch, that he might. 


take down his greatneſs before it ſwelled 
too High. 3. That he loaded his 1]-got- 
ten Title with the moſt odious and re- 
proachtul Characters he could invent , 
calling it a Vain, Novel, Profane, Blaſphe- 
mous, Wicked, Fooliſh, Proud, Preſumptu- 
ous Name, and I know not what beſides. 
This was the fine Livery, wherewith he 
_ endeavoured to diſgrace-his Rival , Fohn; 
not 
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not dreaming , I believe, that in a very 
ſhort time, it would be due to his 
own Succeſſors, and would much better 
become them. 

However we have the Judgment of no 
lefs then Three great Popes againſt the 
Title of Univerſal Biſhop : nor are we 
concern'd to enquire, whether they had 
not ſome By-ends of their own, which 
provoked them to uſe theſe Exprefsions. 
That they were unwilling any others 
ſhould be Partners with them in their Au- 
thority , 1s very reaſonable for us to be- 
eve; though I am apt to think , that 
Gregory ſpake his thoughts fincere/y, partly 
becauſe he declared folemnly to. the Em- 
peror, that 'twas not any reſpedt to his own 
cauſe which movedhim ; and partly becauſe 
heuſed ſo many ſevere expreſs1ons to ren- 
der the thing z# ſelf Invidious and Odious ; 
which a man ſo zealous for the Honour 
of St. Peter's Chair, as Gregory was, would 
not have done,had he but dream't of Hz5.or 
hisSauccefſors having that Title: Tis not like- 
Iy that he would wittingly have branded 
himſelf or his See, with ſo many Ugly and 
Infamous Characters. .- THe 


(C31) 
The true account of it cherefore ſeems 
to be this. Some Roman Biſhops longed 
for Superiority over the other Churches, 
and might Aope1in time toaccompliſh their 
deſires. Bur in Gregory's days, and ſome- 
what before, Rome ogan mightily coſink, 
by che great Oppreſs10n of the Lombard, 
and by the Tranſlation of the Imperal 
Seat. Conſtantinople Houriſht at a great 
rate : the Court was there: the Emperor 
fayour'd it : the Patriarch of it had now 
gotten a very High Title; and the Bishops 
of Rowe might fear, chat Univerſal 4x- 
thority would follow by degrees, and that 
their Cauſe was going apace. Therefore 
they naught. think 1t 1n vain for them to 
ſmother and conceal the truthany longers58& 
ſo tobe Revenged upon the growing Patri- 
arch, they ſpeak act laſt their choughts freely. 
In ſhort,if theſeThreeBiſhopsof Rome where 
fincere 1n what they ſaid , their memory is 
the more valuablctor aflerting the Trurh : 
if they looked upon any Siniſter ends of 
their own, the G/ory of Truth is the greater, 
for bang juſtified even by thoſe who were 
no friends to 1t. 
You will perhaps wonder now, _ 
this 
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this Title ſhould go wnexpeAtly and fo ſud- 
denly from Conflantinople to Rome ? For it 
was obtained of the Uſurper Phocas by Bo- 
niface the 3d. who was the next Succeſſor 
( but oze ) to that Gregory, who had con- 
demned the Title with ſo- mucn bitterneſs, 
Why, thus it was in ſhort: Phocas had 
barbarouſly Murther'd his Prince, Mauri- 
tizs the Emperour, and his Children. Cyri- 
acus then Bishop of :Conſftantinople , hated 
and oppos'd him for his execrable Villany. 
Boniface of Rome preſently ſtrikes 1n, makes 
uſe of this Opportunity, ſues for the Title 
of Univerſal Bishop, hoping now to 1n- 
vade the Church, by the help of a Tyrant 
that had invaded the State; and Phocas 
grants his requeſt, partly out of Hatred to 
his enemy  Cyriacus ; partly, for fear leſt 
Boniface ſhould raiſe up ſome evil againſt 
him in the Weſt; and partly too, becauſe 
he ſaw, the Bishops of Rome, were ready to 
crouch and ſneakto him, though a bloudy 
Uſurper , as long as they could gain any 
thing by their baſe Subnuſsion ; of which 
he tound a plain experiment in Gregory 
himſelt, who wrote a flattering Letter to 
him, which begins thus, Gloria in excelſis, 

| Oc. 


(ELM 
Gc. Glory to God in the higheſt ; and ſo he 


Earth be glad, and Tet all the People that 
have hitherto been much afflifted, be chearful 
fer your kind ations. This he thought 
might very well Merit fomething at the 
hands of Phocas ;, and fo Boniface obtain'd 
the Title of ©niverſal Biſhop z and that 
coo juſt abouc the time when Mahomet 
Rept into Chriſtendom ; then it was that 
Oppreſſion got into the Church 5 God pu- 
niſhing the Pride and Faions of Chriſtians 
with Two Scourges at once, which ever 
fince have: made the Chriſtian World to 
Smart ſeverely. 

By this account you may ſee the Riſe 
and Progreſs of the Popes Supremacy : 
What an Innovation it 1s, and how ſtrongly 
it was oppoſcd by the Catholick Church 
inthe Primitive times for above 200 years 
together after it was firſt pretended to : 
Betore I paſs from this Topick, I ſhall lay 
hold on this opportunity to fatisfie you 
couching thoſe Allegations, which the Au= 
thor of the Nabes Teftium hath collected, 
to-prove (it he could) that the Biſhop of 
Rome has the Primacy over the wholc 

F = 
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goes/on, Let the Heavens rejoyce, and the Lib-11. £1.38. 
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World , and that by Divine Right too, 
and by Commiſſion granted him by Chrift 
himſeif zn the Perſon of St. Peter. Now 
I obſerve ih general, that this Author hath 
wholly omitted that Hiſtorical account 
which has been now given you, becauſe 
it evidently clears the point againſt him ; 
bur inſtead of that, he has pickt up ſome 
ends 6c ſhreds out of ſome of the Ancients, 
which may ſeem Specious to Ignorant peo- 
ple; bur ſignifies nothing with a manthat 
15 rightly acquainted with the Series of the 
Controverſie. Whereas he pretends to 
g1vec us an Hiſtory of the Donatifts, of the 
Gnoſticks, of Berengarius, of the Iconoclaſts, 
G&c. (wich 1 ſhall take notice of hereaf- 
ter.) he takes no notice at all of thoſe Fa- 
thers and Councils 1n Africa, andthe Eaſt, 
which reſiſted rhe firſt incroachments that 
tended to the introduction of an Uſurped 
Supremacy. He knew, that ſuch an Hi- 
ſtory would burn his Fingers, and there- 
fore thought fit, not fo much as to touch 
it ; but throws the whole matrer, and that 
very briefly, upon the Donatifts ; as if the 
Donatifts were the onely men that denyed 
the Popes Supremacy, and broke with him 
UPO1L 
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upon that account:whereas indeed theDona- 
tiſts wereThey,who gave the Biſhop of Rome 
the firſtunlucky occaſion to claim Juridicti- 
on out of their due bounds, by their Appeals 
at Rome, and by their running from their 
proper Judges in Africk; witneſs their Ap- 
peals in the Papacy of Melchiades. So 
that it was not thoſe Schiſmaticks, that 
were the fir/t-or the onely men that oppoſed 
the Popes Uſurpations, but the Cartholick 
Fathers,who were forced to ftand up in de- 
fenceof their own juſt priviſedges, 

Now 1t 15 not imaginable, that any of 
the Fathers would ( eſpecially during that 
Controverhe ) fay any thing that night 
really ſerve to itrengthen the unlawful 
pretences of the Biſhops of Rome, againſt 
themſelves:andShercfore you may very ra- 
rionallyconclude,that thoſe paſſageswhich 
are gather'd out of the Fathersin favour of 
thePopesSupream Authority,are forced & 
wrelted toa fence which they cannot natu- 
rally bear. But to examine particulars : 

It you pleaſc ro peruſe (for'tis tedious to 
Tranſcribe) all the Authorities this Man 
cites, you will find that chey arc concer- 
ning Four things : 1. Concerning thoſe 
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high Charafters which ſome of the Ancients 
gave of $. Peter himfelt. 2.Concerning thoſe 
honourable Titles which they gave co the 
Biſhops and See of Rome. 3.Concerming thoſe 
Applications which were ſometimes madeto 
the Biſhops of Rome upon emergent occali- 
ons. 4.Concerning the Ads of the Biſhops 
of Rome upon ſach Applications. And upon 
a full and impartial conſideration of theſe 
{cvcral things, you willealily find,what falſe 
grounds they go upon, who endeavour fo 
cagerly from theſe Obſervations to prove 
the Univerſal ſupream power of the Pope, 
c{pecially by Divine Right. 

x, Theſe Authorities are concerning the 
high Charaders, which ſome of the Anci- 
ents gave of S. Peter himſclt 3 as that he was 
the Prince the Head of thegpoſtles,and the 
like. Now what doth this mean, but that 
S. Peter was the moſt Eminent Apoſtle,in re- 
ſpect of his age, 1a reſpect of his zeal, 1n re- 
\pect of his couragious Profeſſions of his Cor.- 
{tancy and Lowe to lus Maſter, in reſpect of 
the Precedency he might have for Order-ſate, 
and 1: reſpect too of the Honour he had in 

Fornding Chriſt's Church ; for the Firſt 
Converts were made by his Preaching, 
'Twas 


( 27) 


'Twas he that gather'd at once thoſe Three. 
thouſand$ouls,which were calFd, The Church, 
Act. 2. 42;and becauſe he was the firlt Foun- 
der of the Church,he was very fitly called a 
Rock; Bur doth ail this import, that he was 
above all the other Apoſtles in Power? Or 
thac he had Supream Azutherity and Zuriſdi- 
Aion over them ? S. Paul ſpeaks twice of the 
zery chiefeſt Apoſtles: and what it S. Peter was 
_ thecinefcit of all?Doth it follow that be was 
the chucteit in Authority? No,S. Paul's power 
wasas greatas His;and therefore he faith in 
one place. [ was not a whit behind the very 
chiefeſt Apoſtles, 2Cor, 11.15. and 1n another 
place, in nothing am I behind the very chiefeſt 
Apoſtles,2Cor. 1 2-11.50 theAncients allow'd 
S.peter 1 preheminezce of Honcr,but not 4Su- 
premacy of Power;as'tis clear from that ſingle 
paſſage which our Author cites out of $ Fe- 
rome (and I wonder he did not better con- 


ſider it ) As Plato was Prince of the philoſo- ©*& 34- 


phers ; ſo was Peter, of the Apoſiltes. Had Plato 
any Authority or Jurifdi&tion over the 
Reſt? No; all that is meant 1s, that Plato 
was the moſt Eminent and Renowned Phi- 


lolopher. 5. Gregory call'd Peter the chief reg, tb. 4 
Member of the Holy and Univerſal Church : * 


and 
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and ( ſaith he ) Paul, Andrew and John, 

IWhat were They but the Heads of particular 
Churches?If the word Head always imports 

Authority ; then had thoſe three Apoſtles as 

much Authority over Peter, as Peter had 

over Them- But the Truthis, the Ancients 

ever thought, all the Apoſiltes had authority 

alike: And foSt.Cyprian(for ſtance) tells us, 

that what Peter was, that were. the reſt of 
Hatramn; the Apoſtles too, endued with an equal Part- 
Apiteli, guod nerſhip in Honour and Power, And elfc- 


fait Petrus,par? 


cnſorto prediti gg here he ſaith plainly, that Peter, whom 


honors 


prefaris.s.Cy. the Lord choſe firſt, and on whom he 


FE: ar built his Church, in his diſpute with Paul 


Wm. about Circumciſion , did not inſolently 
claim, or arrogantly aſſume any thing to him- 
felf, as if he held the Primacy, or ought to 
be obeyed rather then thoſe Diſciples who 
were called after him. Whence 1 is clear, 
that though ſome of the Ancients ſtyled 
him the Prince and Head of the Apottles, 
yet they did not aſcribe to him any Su- 
periour Authority or Power , but oncly an 
Honorary Precedency, like that which 1s 
given tothe Chair-man of a Commitce who 
1s above the reſt in Eminence, bit in Power 
the ſamewith the reſt, rhat are equally and 


jointly 


(39) 
jointly in Commiſſion with him. And 
thus all our Authors CollefAions touching 
St. Peter's great Charafters,arc anſwer'd in 
ſhore. 

2, Other of his Authoritics are -concer- 
ning thoſe;Honourable 7ithes, which ſome 
of the Ancients gave to the Church and 
Biſhops of Rome ; as that There was the 
moſt potent Principality (or , the Imperial 
Seat-of the Emperor) that the Firſt Chair, 
and the principal Church was There, that it 
was the Head Church, that the Biſhop of it 
was a Great Paſtour , and the Head, to 
whom Antiquity had Given a Prehemi- 
nence of Priefthood ( or , the Precedency be- 
fore all other Biſhops.) And what is all 
hs and Ten times more, to the Po 
pretended Authority over all Churches, 
and all Biſhops, and that by Divine Right 
. too? Antiquicy beſtowed upon the Biſhop of 

Rome a Preheminence, {ſaith our Author out 
_ of the Emperor Valentinian's Letter : and 
who doubts 1t ? Butit was nothing but a 
Civil ReſpeR, and an Honourable, yet vo- 
luatary Veference to hum , becauſe he was 
Biſhop of the Chief City, and was near the 
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Emperor, and was capable of doing the 


Ca- 
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Catholick Church ( by his Intereſt in the 
Emperor ) more good Offices, then other 
Biſhops could do5 therefore they were ' 
willing to Complement him with great itles, 

' and to give him the upper hand, and the 

. precedency, for 0rderand Peace-lake. To the 

Ty Sebl'e Ths , : Tas : 

ngeoguriess Epiſcopal Chair at 914 Rome, becauſ? it was 

_ Ss the Imperial C ity, the Fathers very fitly gave 

To EACIAGU AY © . 

21 aha 3-41 Honourable preheminence, as thoſe 630 

xl, 2 72- Fathers profcſt at the Council of Chalcedon; 

Tepss tin Grws B hj 5 Fra; [- { I AA 

Sroefcres, BUC (11S WAS a Frank-gitt, a voluntary Ac, 


7e 89x. and Courteſie of the Catholick Church; and 
Condi Co from theſe Reſpectful compellations and 
Honorary Grants of Precedency, to argue, 
that the Biſhop and Sce of Rome had Az- 
thority over the reſt, 1s the ſame thing as if 
.you ſhould fay, that becauſe among our 
Magiſtrates the Mayor of Lindon hath the 
Title of Lerd, therefore all other Majors 
and Headboroughs are under his Com- 
mand : Or , becaufe among our Cites, 
London is the Chiet and Head-city, there- 
tore all other Cities and Corporations are 
under its Zuriſdiftion : Or, becauſe among 
our Peer's there 1s a Primier Duke, or a 
Firſt Earl, therefore all other Peers are in 
ſabjeticn to him 5 Or, becauſe amongfi 
Ol 
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our Biſhepricks that of Durham hath ſome 
ſingular Favours granted to it, therefore 
che Prelate of that Diocels 1s 1n his Epiſco- 
pal Power and Authority Szpertor to all the 
reſt. The Ancients did not begrudge that 
fair Preheminence, which upon the New 
moduling of the Roman Empire they 
found 1t neceſſary for them. ro give.to 
ſome Patriarch or other, and for ſome 
ſpecial Reaſons thought 1t beſt and moſt 
proper for them to give to the Patriarch 
of Rome ; but they did not give away 
theirown Authority, or that Power they 
had at home, in reſpe&t whereof all Br- 
ſhops were his Equals : No, faith St. Cyprian, 
The Epiſcopal Authority is one and the ſame, 


gulis in folidum 


whereof all particular Biſhops are equal and; tmeur. 
joint-poſſeſſors, like joint- Heirs in Fee. Andy; "ej 


Sr. Auſtin (whom our Author cites) ſaith#* 


clearly againſt him, that though the Biſhop p.g. 4x. 


of Rome had the Freheminence, yet the Epiſ- 
copal power was common to all that were of 
that Funfion : and therefore Optatus call'd 
Pope Siricius his Fellow ; Socins, 1s the 
word ( which our Author hath yery 1gno- 
rantly, or very diſingenuouſly rendred, 
Contemporary;but the plain meaning is)our 

. G Fellow, 


Neque enim 
quiſquam no- 


firum Epiſco- 
pam ſe Epiſcop?- 
rum conflituit, 
aut Tyrannico 
terrore ad obje- 

ex uendi neceſſita* 


tem collegas 


ſuos adigit , Fc 


Cyprian. ae 


kuptizand. H &- 
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Fellow, or Equal, The Ancients diſtinguiſht 
between Przority in point of Honour,and Su- 
premacy Or Primacy1n point of Furiſdifion, 
The former they denyed not the Biſhop 
of Rome ; but when once he went about 
to take advantage by their free conceſſi- 
ons, tG incroach upon their due privi- 
ledges, they reſolutely oppoſed his Uſur- 
pations, though at the ſame time they gave 
him an Honourable deference. This was the 
ground of that Controverſie whereof I 
have given you a ſhort account ; and for 
your further ſatisfaction you may conſult 
the vehement- Epiſtles of St. Cyprian to 
the Biſhops of Rome, and particularly that 
to Cornelins, where he ſtoutly defends 
the priviledges of foreign Churches and 
their Right of judging matters at home, 
againſt all Appeals ro-the Roman See; and 
if anything be needful to be added,it ſhall 
be onely what St.Cyprian ſaid afterwards at 
the Carthaginian Council; None of us makes 
himſelf a Biſhop of Biſhops, or by any Tyran- 
nical Threats, compelleth his Colleagues to a 
neceſſity of Obedience ; in regard that every 


Biſhop hath by wvertue of his own Liberty and 


Authority, a Power of Fudgment in himſelf, 
| and 


- 
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and can no more be judged by another Biſkop, 
than another Biſhop can be judged by him. 
This he ſpake defgnedly againſt the Biſhop 
of Rome and if you conſider the place, 
you will find it to. be ſuch a pregnant Te- 
ſtimony againſt the pretended Supremacy 
of the Pope of Rome, as I believe the Au- 
thor of the Nabes Teſtium will be puzled 
how to anſwer: 

3. Next we are to conſider thoſe his 
Quotations which relate to-thoſe Applica- 
tions which Foreigners were wont to make 
to the Roman Biſhop upon ſpecial Occaſt- 
ons; and examine whether thele did im- 
port and argue that Supremacy, which tis 
pretended he had in the Primitive Ages. 
x. Then 'ris true, that other Biſhops were 
anciently wont to acquaint the Biſhop of 
Rome with the ſtate of Church-aftairs in 
their ſeveral Provinces, eſpecially if any 
new thing hapned. And this wasall that 
the Sardican Fathers meant, when writing 
to Pope Fulizs, who had excuſed himſelf 
for his abſence from the Synod, in regrad 
they had accepted his excuſe, they ſent 
him an account of what they had done; 
becauſe they thought it moſt proper for the 

G 2 Bi- 
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Biſhops from ſeveral Provinces torelate,or com- 

es ſctem 4 municate their proceedings to the Head, that 
neu provi” 1$,CO St. Peter's See(the Ence of which place 

ran Sacerdiess yy Author hath perverted by rendring it 

Pag. 25. fo, as if they thought it beſt for them to 

. have recourſe to the Biſhop of Rome © an un- 

juft innuendo, that he was not ſo much 

their Brother as their Judge.) 

Now what canany man get by this, that 
che Biſhops in thoſe times would not keep 
one another in Ignorance? In order to the 
Peace and Unity ofthe Catholick Church, 
it was abſolutely neceſlary for them to hold 
a mutual, brotherly, correſpondence: And why 
ſhould they paſs by one that was Biſhop 
of fo eminent a City as Rome was? Tet this 
is no argument of any Authority he had 
over them; for he was wont to do the 
ſame thing himſelf; as other Biſhops com- 
municated the affairs of their provinces to 
him, ſo he communicated the affairs of his | 
Province to Them too ; and lo, this is no 
more an argument for the Authority of 
the oze, than *tis for the Authority of all 
the reft. 

2, Ic is true too, that the Primitive 

Fathers did many times conſult the Opini- 


ON 
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on of the Biſhop of Rome, in points that 
| vere controverted ; and good reaſon 
they had fo do fo ; for the: Church of 
Rome was then uncorrupt ; men of great 
Learning and Note flockt thther , 
ſome out of curjoſity , and ſome 
upon buſineſs ; becauſe , Rome was the 
chicf Sear of the Empire ( which 1s the 


Genuine ſence of Irenzs , as he 1s cited Pag: 22. 


by our Author) And where was any 
Controverſie ſo likely to bedeternund, 
as at Rome? But what of all this ? Doth 
it follow hence, that they looke upon 
the Pope as the ſupream Fadge ?- You 
know, many of the Reformers-did either 
go or ſend to Geneva, to conſult Cal- 
ins Opinion ; but did any of (them 
think, they were-under his Fauriſdidion 2 
"This 1s as ſtrong an Argument on the 
behalf of the Presbyterians for the Su- 
premacy of their Pope, as 'tis on be- 
the behalf of the Romanifts for the ſu- 
premacy . of the Pope of Rome. And 
et we would not take away any of 
ki due Honour from him : Let him 
cleanſe his Church from thoſe Errors 
and Corruptions we juſtly complain - ; 
ct 


09) 
let him keep within his own bounds, 
without'invading the Libertics of -other 
Churches, and the Rights of Princes 
let him make Rowe the Seat of true 
Piety and Literature: let him be, as 
he ſhould be, like a right. Primitive Pa- 
triarch.;z and then he ſhall ſee whether we . 
will not give him the ſame deference, 
that the Primitive Chriſtians did, 

3. It is truce alſo, that foreign Bi- 
ſhops were, wont, as. occaſion did re- 
quire, to give the Biſhop of Rome an 
account of their Faith, But what 
then ?, . Did they not give the fame . 
account to. the whole Church , and to 
other Biſhops, as well as to the Roman ? 
It was a common Cauſe ; and every Bi- 
ſhop was, deeply cancern'd to be fa- 
tished , whether ſuch as:were of the. 
ſame Order , were ſound in the ſame 
Catholick 'Faith. - And therefore when 
they were' newly . 0rdain'd, or were at 
any time ſuſpeted of Errors, they were 
obligd to fatishe all their Fellow-Bi- 
ſhops, ard. did often give an account 
of their Faith-, under their hands for 
the ſatisfaction. of the whole Church, 
Nay 
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Nay 'tis notorious that eyen the Biſhops 
of Rome did the ſame thing ( and' ſome 
of them were commanded to it 1n 
open Synods ) and- the Learned and 
Maderate Archbishop of Paris, Petrus,., ,. wu 
de Marca, ingenuouſly tells us , That nor. Lik 
"twas uſual in thoſe times for a Patri- 
arch, and for the very Biſhop of Rome, when 
he was newly- choſen, to ſend Letters 
abrogd concerning his Ordination ; to which 
was added a Profeſſion of his Faith. , 
So that 'tis 1impertinent what our Au- 
thor alledgeth, of Dionyſeus of A- 
lexandria giving his Name-fake of 
Rome, a Declaration of his Faith ; for 
if this was an argument of his ſubje- 
tion -to the Pope, it 1s as ſtrong a 
proof, that the Pope himſelf was in 
{ubjcction to other Biſhops. 

4+ Nor 1s-4t to any more purpole, 
what our Author has colle&ted- touch- 
ing the Popes hearing of Plantiffs 
Cauſes, though he ſeems to lay a 
great deal. of ſtreſs upon it. For what 
the Bichop of Rome did of this kind, 
| he did either as the Emperors Delegate, 
or ' as an indifferent Referee, or 'as a 

Friend- 


g. 28, 
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friendly Neighbour , whoſe Mediation. 
and interceſſion in foreign parts ( eſpe- 
cially when other Biſhops concarr d with 
him, as commonly they were wont ) 
' might and did go a great way towards 
the Righting of thoſe who were ſup- 
poſed to have been unjuſtly or hard- 
ly dealc with at home. +But that Ap- 
plications were made to - him upon 
this ground, that he was the, ſo/e 
Headof the Catholick Church, and fo 
might by virtue of his unlimited Ju- 
dicial power, command Redrefles to 
be made in any caſe, upon Iis own 
| hearing of it, is more than our Au- 
thor hath as yet proved, or 1s able to 
- prove with the help of all his friends. 
And for the clearing of this, I ſhall, 
1. Give our Author a Gemeral anſwer ; 
And then, 2, Conſider the particulars, 
touching the Applications made to the 
Bishop of Rome by Euftathins Sebaſte- 
mus, by Athanaſius, .Chryſoſtome, and 
others, whoſe 'caſes he is pleaſed to 
inſtance 1n. : 

x, Then 1in'general, it is certain that 
' every mans, Cauſe was in thoſe times 
'to 
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to be heard and determin'd if his own 
Province , without. any Liberty given 
«him to appeal to any foreign Biſhop 
whatſoever, as to a fuperiour Judge. 
This is proved already by the fore- 
gong Hiſtorical account : but for your | 
urther ſatisfaction I ſhall referr you 
to the Learned Writer Petrus de” Marca 
himſelf, whoſe obſervations had our Au- 
thor read and conſidered , he would 
hardly have collected any thing of this 
nature, unleſs he had deſigned to abuſe 
. and impoſe upon his Readers Jgncrance. 
For that Learned Writer doth of ſet 
purpoſe prove theſe Seven things , . 
which utterly over-throw what the Au- 
thor - of the Nubes Teſtium drives at. 
11. That all Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical were 
anciently determined by Definitive and 
Decretory ſentences im Provincial Sy- 


nods, as the ſupream Authority. 2. That » 


when an Eccleſiaſtical perſon thought 
himfelf wronged by a Povincial Sy- 
nod, though he had no power of Ap- 
pealing from it, yet he might uſe his - 
endeavours to get the actions of the 


Synod reviewd. For that great man 
H doth 
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dorh excellently diſtinguiſh between an 
Appeal, and a Review. An Appeal (faith 
he) is, when a Cauſe is entirely removed 
to the Copniſance of a ſuperior Judpe z 
but a Review is, when the Fudgment of a 
Cauſe is leſt to the ſame Court to be re- 
heard and re-conſidered, ſome other Judges 
being joined with thoſe , who before paſt 
the Definitive ſentence, fer the reverſing 
of it, in caſe upon a review, there appear- 
ednew and ſufficient reaſons fer it. 3. That 
in order to ſuch a review, Applications 
were wont to be made to the Emperor 
himſelf, unul the time of the Saraicen 
Synod, which was about Tweity years 
after. that at Nice. 4. That though the 
Sardican Synod allowed Applications to 
be made to the Biſhop of Rome ( our 
of reſpe&t, as I ſuppoſe, ro the Empe- 
rors quiet, and to fave him a great 
deal of trouble - and vexation') yer they 
gave him no power to decide or hear. 
the Cauſe himſelf, but onely that rower 
of c:dering a review, vHcH to "mpe- 
rors :had. $. Thac the S\nod which 
ranted the Pope this power , ©0::{1/ted 
but of Eighty'Weſtern Biſhops. 6. Thar 
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even this /ttle power thus freely gioen 
by thofe' few men, was not grounded 
upon any right the Biſhop'of Rome had 
to It, either from Scripture, or Canon, of 
ſo. mnch as Ca/tome, but a thing of- Cour- 
teſie onely ; 'and cherefore it was put to 
the Vote 1 that Synod! by Hofius and 


Can. 3. & 4 


Gaudentins, If it pleaſe you , if it ſeent gynd. Sardic. 


unto 30u', let us'grant anto the Bi- 
ſhop of Rome, out of reſpef to Sr. Peter's 
Memiry, &c. 5. That 'thefe Canons ef 
the. Sardican Synod were not recely'din 
the Orzental Churches, which fill Rood 
{tifly to it, : that neither 'the Bichop of 
Rome, nor any other Bishops of the 
Weſt had any thing to do with the 
proceedings in the Eaſt, fo-as to over- 
rule. thoſe Determinations which were 
made in Provincial Synods. Theſe things 
are ſo ſtrongly and evidently proved 
by Petrus de Marca himſelf, that every 
man of ſenſe mult reſt fattsfred in the 1n- 
gcnuous account he has-given touching 
rhis - point. And therefore, though 
our Author pretends by.” his Collections 
co prove , that in thoſe anciene Times 
the Bichop of Rome had an unlimited 
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power over Synods, fo that he could re- 
ſcind their actions Authoritatively, and 
as a ſupream Fudge, yet what he faith, 1s 
nothing but Banter. . 

2. As for thoſe particular caſes, which 
he hath inſtanced in, if you conſider 
them rightly , you may eaſily diſcover 

41 Amun.z6;. the fallacy. For what if Faftathius Se- 

5 baflenus applyed himſelf to Pope Libe- 
ris? Doth this argue that he' looke 
upon him as the ſupream Fudge? No 
ſurely for it 1s notorious, and Sporda- 
us himſelf doth acknowledge it , that 
he applyed himſelf alſo to ſeveral other 
Bishops in 1taly, France, Africk, Sicily, 
and Ilyricum , and that with Letters 
from all theſe he addreſt himſelf to the 
Synod at Tyana, for his reſtitution to his 
Biſhoprick : So that according to this 
rate, a great many other Biſhops were 
ſupream Heads of the Church, as well as 
the Biſhop of *Rome. 

As to the caſe of Athanaſius, what if 
he applyed himſelf co Pope Falius, when 
he had been unjuſtly'caſt out: of his Bi- 
ſhoprick by tus enemies at the Arian 
Synod ? Our Author doth acknowledge 

OUr 
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out of Sozomen , that Zulins ſent for A- 
thanaſius to Rome , becauſe 'twas not ſafe 
for him to continue in Egypt : and can- 
not you invite any Ad man to 
your Houſe for protection , but pre- 
ſenatly you muſt be his Fudge? Again ; 
what if Fulizs did afterwards cite him 
and his Adverſaries to appear at Rome? 
Thus 18 no argument that he was by his 
Place and Office ſupream over all , but 
that he was onely an indifferent Referee 
in that particular Cauſe. -For Petrus de 
Marca himſelf doth tell us, that the O- 
riental Biſhops, who had depoſed Arha- 
xaſius, did by joint Conſent refer the re- 
viewing of the whole matter to the Biſhop 
of Rome ; and yet not to him onely, but 
co a Synod of Weſtern Biſhops together 
ith him; and that Pope Fulius called a Sy- 
nod at the requeſt of thoſe who were 
Legates from the Oriental Biſhops : So. 
that all chis was nothing but an Arbi- 
tration ; nor was the Pope ſole Arbitra- 
tor neither , but a great many other Bt- 
ſhops too were defired ro be Umpires 
with him, becauſe it was unreaſonable 
that ſo great a man as Athanaſius, Bi- 


ſhop 
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ſhop of fo eminent a Sce as Alexandria 
was ,, ſhould: be. depuved” of his rights 
by a Factious- party after a clandeſtine 
manner: ' For the removing of this 
Scandal, the whole buſineſs was by My 
tual Agreemens left to' the conſideration 
of a Synod at Rome z which argues not 
at all, that the Pope or They had an in- 
herent Authority to. Judge 1n chat cafc ; 
no. more than it argues, that every fe- 
le&t number of Referees and Arbitrators 
in London, have the decretive power of 
my Lord Chancellor in IWe/tminfler- 
hall. h 

I ſhall onely add, that our Author 
hath perverred the ſenſe of Pope Fulins, in 
tranſlating his Epiſtle » For whereas he 
renders it thus, Ave you ignorant, that ac- 
cording t0 the receiv d Cuſtome, you ought 
firſt to have writ to us, that hence what was 
juſt might have been determin'd ; It ought 
H 9 @ be tranflaced according to the impor- 
37: Tire trance of the words in the Greek Copy, 
Sos > thus 3, Are you, ignorant that this is the Cu- 
Sw fuiv, $ tome , firſt to write 10 us, that ſo afterwayds 
ST; rw things which are juſt may be determin'd, 
batt ha TX 


Sixers, Whence ut appears, that all the right 
| which 
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which the Biſhop of Rome claimed to the: 
Complement of an Epiſtle, was grounded 
upon meer Cxflome ;;and that the conſ1- 
deration of Athanafixs his caſe did belong 
not to him onely, but to other Biſhops 
alſo, that Right might be done him (not 
hence, or from Rome, but) afterwards, by 
the concurrence and common Suffrage of 
all. And clicrefore Petrus de Marca re- 
prehends Cardinal Perron , for abuſing 
Pope Fulizs, and for perverting and wre- 
fting hs ſenſe , after the ſame fallactous 


De concord. 


manner, as our Author has done : And :::c.4. 5s 8: 


for his rep:chenſion I referr him to that 
excelent Writer. 
| I ſhall not need co detain you with a 


long anſwer to what he faith concern- Fog 26- 


ing Paul Bilhop of Conſtantinople, Mar- 
cel&s of Ancyra , and the reſt, who were 
ejected as Arhazafius was, For their cafe 
was the ſome with his; and feveral Bi- 

ſhops ( 2nd the Biſhop of Rome among 
others) were pitcht upon by the Conſent 
of all Parties ro re-handle ut; and 
impowered ( as Petrus de Marca doth con- 


fels ) to {cad ior them to Rome, for the This, $: 23. 


Fe-CXamm ito thereot. 3 and all this 


doth. 


(56) 
doth amount to no more, than a friend- 
ly and neighbourly Reference. I hall 
onely - note, that the Eaſtern Biſhops: 
were ſo far from owning any Authori- 
ty in the Pope to decide the Contro- 
verſie himſelf, - that becauſe he preſumed 
{ſo much as to receive Athanaſius , and 


- the reſt into his Communion , before 
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the Cauſe had been determin'd in a Sy- 
nod of Weſtern and Eaſtern Biſhops too, 
they fell out with -him horribly, and 
grew outragious, as you may ſce1n their 
Synodical Epiſtle, 1n Bintzs. | 
Much like to this was the Caſe of St. 
Chryſoſtome , which our Author doth in- 
ſtance 1n too, as if St. Chryſoſtome, being 
unjuſtly depos'd. by Theophilus of Alex- 
andria, had Appealed to the Biſhop of 
Rome , as the ſupream Judge. But the 
vanity of all this 1s ſufficiently proved 
by the ingenuous Petrus de Marca, who 
bceſtowes a whole Chapter upon this caſe 
onely ; where he ſhews, that St. Chryſ- 


ſtome appeal'd, not to the Pope, but to a 


general Council ; that he wrote indeed to 
the Pope, but not to him ozely, but al- 
ſoto the Biſhops of Milan and Aguilea 

that 
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that the end of his writing was, that the 
Italian Biſhops would conſent to the cal- 
ling of a Council, and would” help to 
perſwade the Emperors to call one, and 
that nothing can be drawn from St. 
Chryſoftome's caſe to prove the Popes Su- 
premacy. And the Truthis , St. Chryſo- 
ſtome diſown'd the Juriſdiction of a foreign 
Biſhop, as you may caſily ſee by his 
Epiſtle ro Pope Innocent. Therefore our 
Author falſifies the ſenſe of St. Chryſe- curys. tyift.ad 


ſtome ; ior towards the end 


piſtle he ſpeaks, not to Innocent onely, 


Innocent. Tom 7. 
of that E- pur. 154. £4. 
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but to other Biſhops of Italy too.calling them 
his moſt honoured and Religious Lords: and 
that which hedefires ofthem all,is,that they 


would write to Theophilusand 
thereſt, to convince them, and 
let them know that ſuch irregu- 
lar proceedings as had been car- 
ried on by a Party againſ/iChry- 
ſoſtom, when he was abſent, 
and did not decline a fair Try- 
al, ought to be lookt upon 
as mull and woid, as in- 
deed they were in their own 
that ſuch men ought to ſuffer 
I 


Kvuew: us Tuiarale X whe 
fecaTor imines Taggnnnlure 
Ta up) Yr magaiiuus y- 
Sono eimbylay nuov , x, is 
pas phiegs, x, vTagaiTyoauloy 
xplow pwunleuiay Yyew Igvv 
womty £48 Tye Ty Hitec Quan 
Tis NS Taiurs. maggvoun: 
GarTes, try youllus TW imine 
pin TWanLparagdet: TO SKKA- 
TIO51Kay vouay, BC. 


nature ; and 
according to 
the 


(58) . 
the Eccleſiaſtical Laws. To which he adds 
a further requeſt, that Immocent and the 
reſt of his brother-Biſhops would own him 
for a Brother , that he might receive com- 
municatory Letters from them, and have 
their love, and the love of all others, as 
formerly he had. And what is all this to 
the ſupream and ſole uriſdiftion of the 
Pope over all other Biſhops? Suppoſe 
ſome eminent Divine of a Proteſtant 
Church abroad in Denmark, or elſewhere, 
ſhould now | be in St. Chryſoflome's hard 
caſe , and ſhould ſend to my Lord of 
Canterbury, and the reſt of the Engliſh Bi- 
ſhops, to declare their minds againit thewn- 
canonical Actians of his enemies,and to tell 
them that ſuch proceedings were not bind- 
ing.and that they would be pleaſed, till his 
cauſe was duely trycd,toler him continue 
in their good efteem,and to look upon him 
as a Brother, and vouchſafe him their /ove 
and communion; would this argue,that our 
Arch-biſhopand his Suftragons,are the ſy- 
pream Heads of the Catholick Church ? 

4. By all this you may fee, thar thoſe 
Appliations which were upon occaſion 
made to the Bishop of Rome bv foreign 
Bi- 
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Bishops, are no good argument to 
prove. that his unlimited power over all 
Churches, which 1s now contended for. 
| Let us now confider the laſt point, whe- 
ther any ſuch thing can be concluded 
from thoſe As , which did ſometimes 
follow after ſuch Applications. For the 
Author of Nabes Teftium doth Appropriate 
divers acts to. the Biſhop of Rome, for 
which his Colle&tions cannot bear him 
out. As, 1. The fole power of depoſing 


* other Prelates, that which was ancient- 


ly the proper buſineſs of Synods, as Perrus 
de Marca abundantly ſhews, and which 
he confeſſes was not obtained by the Pope 
till about Eight hundred years ago. Asfor 


Neſtorius ( whom this Author doth 1n- pe concord. 17. 


ſtance in ) he was Depoſed by the Ephe- 
fine Council ; nor was the Pope con- 
cernd 1n it more than any other Biſhop- 
Becauſe he was ſuch a notorious and ob- 
ſtinare Heretick, all the Biſhops of the 
Cacholick Church were engaged in a 
common cauſe againſt hum. St, Cyril of Alex- 
andria would haye Excommunicated him 
before , as he ſignified in his Epiſtle to 
Pope Celeftine, who in his: Anſwer to 

I 2 Cyril 


Cap. L S 7+ 
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Cyril concurr d with him , and conſented 
ro It, as any other Biſhop might have 
done. He did not delegate any power 
which Sr. Cyril had not of himſelf, fo 
making him his Subſtitute ( as this Author 
is pleaſe to Romance ) bur onely went 
hand in hand with him, joining the Au- 

ovvagdeions thority of the Roman See with his, And 


/ 
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2v"/iz; 177 when the Ephefmne Council depoſed: Ne- 
iudhee 26 florius, It Was the Authority of the 
Ieftink 17 Church-Canons they went upon; and 
Cyril. tho' they took notice of Pope Caleftine's 
Letter to them, it was only in commendation 
of him, that they night exto/ him for hisRea- 
dineſs in that matter,as they ſaid in theirSy- 
nodical Epiſtle to the Emperors Theodoſrus 
and Valentinian. Nay, tho' Celeſtine had 
cenſur'd Neſtorius before that Council mer, 
yet he did it ina Synod at Rome, with 
the conſent and joint-concurrence of a great 
many Bishops more ; fo that in all thar 
affair the Pope uſed no more Authority, 
than other Bishops did. 

2. Beſides this,our Author appropraates. 
to the Pope the power of reftoring Bichops 
that had been ourcd of their - Bishop- 
ricks ; and ſohe pretends that he reſtored 

, Eu- 
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Euflathius, Athanaſius and the reſt. But 
as for Euſtathius, he was reſtored by the 
Synod at: Tyana; and that at the 1n- 
ſtance, not of the Pope onely, but a 
great many other Bishops in l[taly, France, 
Africk, Sicily, and Ilyricum'; nay,, at the 
inſtance of the Emperor himſelf; for he 
went to that Synod with Letters from all 
theſe, as-tis acknowledged. 'Tis true, the 
Weltern Bishops -concaurr d, and gave 0c- 

caſion to the reſt: to do ſo too, for which 
St. Baſil blames them. Bur it the Pope 
had the ſole power in his hand, why. did 
Euſtathius go to any other? What need 
had he to give himſelf ſo much trouble, 

having once made a friend of the Pope 2 
And as for Athanaſius , and the other 


Eaſtern Bishops, who our Anthor faith Pag. 30,37. 


were reſtored to their Sees , by Pope Zu- 
lius, it 1s evident by the whole ſtory, and 


honeſtly confeſt by Petrus de Marca, that De Concord. 
their Reſtitution was decreed by the Sar- 
dican Council, and was actually pro- 


cured andeffccted by the Emperors com- 
mand. *T1s true, 'Pope Julius receiv'd 
thoſe Bishops into his Communion, becauſe 
he behey'd they were unjuſtly depos'd by 
tnCc 
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the Arian Faction. Tis true too, that 
he wrote into the Eaſt for the reſtitution 
of thoſe Bishops: but 'tis as true, that 
he pretended not to any power of doing 
this himſelf, but that thoſe great men 
ought .not to be ejefted without the 
knowledge and conſent of bimſelf,and 
other =, A of the Eaſt and Wefl. This 
Petrus de Marca proves undeniably, and 
quarrcls with Baronius , Bellarmine and 
Perron, for wreſtling the ſenſe of Fulius his 
Epiſtle to their own Opinion ( juſt as our 
Author bath dane ) And as touching Sozo- 
men's words, which our Author quotes, 
that Learned Writer ſhews in the ſame 
place how they are abuſed; and that they 
are to be.under{tood, not as if the reſti- 
rution of thoſe Bishops was effected di- 
refHly, or by vertue of Fulius his ſupream 


| Fariſdiion, but by Conſequence onely 


that is, Fulius his Example and Interceſ- 
ſion had ſuch an Influence upon other 
Bishops and the Emperors, that it be- 
come the mears and occaſion of the Reſti- 
tution of Athana/ius and his injurcd Bre- 
thren. And now what 1s all thisto prove, 
the ſole ſupream Authority of the Bishop 


of 
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of Rome? Eſpecially ſince 4thanaſires him- 
ſelf acknowledg'd, thar he was reſtored 
by the ſuffrage of no Jeſs than Three hun- 
tired forty and four Biſhops. 

Sir, if you think 1 haye been too pro- 
Ix upon this Theme, I muſt intreat you 
to conlider that 1t 1s one of the moſt 
Principal of thoſe points which are. m 
Controverſic between Us,and the preſent 
Roman Church, and a point of great con- 
| ſequence. I hope that by whar has been 
Written, you will be able rightly to un- 
derſtand thoſe paſſages which the Author 
of the Nubes Teflium hath collefted upon 
this Head ; and before I paſs on to the 
the next point, I ſhall rake notice but of 
Four paſſages more. | 

1. Heſaith, the General Council of Chal- 
cedon own'd the ſupream Authority of the Pag. 44. 
Pope ; inaſmuch as the chief accuſation a- 
gainft Dioſcorus was, that contrary to the 
Tradition and Pratlice of the Church , he 
had preſumed to call a Council, without the 
conſent of the Biſhop of Rome 5 as appears 
from the words of Lucentius, Legate from 
the See Apoſtolick, Act. x. But this he 


falſifies wretchedly. For the Crimes al- 
alledged 


(64) 
ledged againſt Djoſcorus , ( Bishop of 4- 
lexandria;) were ,, that ihe was a Favourer 
of the Heretick Eztyches,and was guilty.of 
Outrages and bloodſbed.This made the great 
Outcry in the Council, that he ſhould 
be turned out of it. Indeed Lucentius (the' 
Popes Legate) pleaded , that Dioſcorus 
| had called a Synod without the Popes 
Authority. But this allegation was not 
admitted , nor taken notice of - by the. 
Councll ; they required Lacentizs to ſhew, 
wherein Dioſcorus had offended? And when 
Lacentias perſiſted in his allegation , the 
Fathers reprehended him for accuſing him ; 
and fo Dioſcorus was commanded 70 keep 
bis place ; which he did till he was caſt our 
for other reaſons. If you conſulc the farlt 
action of the Chalcedon-Council, you will 
find what I fay to be True; and by that 
you may judge, whether they lookt upon 
Lacentias his allegation to have been any 
Crime 1n Diofcorus, as this Author would 
make you belieye. 

2. He tells us,that the Monks of Syria,cal- 
led Hormiſda the Pope, the Head of all. 
And can we believe, that thoſe men, who 


' were then perſecuted by the Eutychians + 
neg- 


(36) (6s) 
neglected by the Emperor, would apply 
themſelves to Hormiſaa without com- 
plementing him with an Honourable 
Title? Tet that Tile importsno more, bur 
that he was one of the principal Bishops 
of the Catholick Church ; and ſuch Titles 
were uſually given to any very Eminent 
Biſhop,cſpecially if he was a Patriarch. For 


ſo St.Bafil himſelf ſaid of Athanaſius the Pa- Bail Fr-52- 


triarch of Alexandria, that be had the care 
of all the Churches; and that he thought it 
moſt convenient for them to fly to him, as the 
Head of them all, and to make uſe of him 
as \their Counſellcr, as their Captain and 
Prince in the government of their affairs. 
W hart a noiſe ſhould we have about our 
ears, had St. Baſil ſaid ſo much of the 
Patriarch of Rome? And yet St. Bajil did 
not mean, that Athanaſius, was the ſupream 
Univerſal Paſtor. 

3. He faith, that the firſt Council at 
Conſtantinople defir'd their Decrees to be 
confirm d by Pope Damaſus ; eſpecially as to 
the depoſing of Timotheus, an Apollinariſt. 
But this doth not appear - for all that the 
Council required of him was, that he, 
being abſent from the Council , would 

K con- 
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concur With themin the condemnation of 
the Heretick. Now this was no argu- 
ment of Damaſus his Supremacy: For all 
Bishops were bound to do the fame thing : 
all of them were ingaged againſt an He- 


'retick, as in a common Cauſe, and as a- 


gainſt a common Enemy, Thus Novatian 
was excommunucated by ſeveral Synods 
in Rome , Ttaly , and Africa; nay, by all 
the Bishops over the World, as Petrus de 
Marca doth confeſs out of St.Cyprian, And. 
the reaſon given 1s this, becauſe all the 

Biſhops were but one body ; an Order of 
men that were United together; ſo that if 
an Heretical Biſhop aroſe in any Province, 
all the Biſhops were preſently to lend their 
help and afſſiftance againſt him. And be- 
ſides, 1t is notorious, that by the Canons 
of the Catholick Church, zo Biſhop was 
to receive any man into his Communion that 
had been jufily Excommunicated by another. 
So that when the Council of Conflanti- 
nople requir d Damaſus { tor that 1s the 
word ) to concur with them againſt Timo- 
theus, they onely requir d him to oblerye 
the Laws and Pradlice of the whole Catho- 
lick Church. It was no token of his Zuri/ 
diction 
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 diflion over them, but of his fraternal 
Communiion and Unity with them, 

4- Laſt of all, our Author produces 
the definition of the Florentine Council , 
that the Holy Apoſtolick See, and Biſhop of 
Rome has the Primacy over the whole World, 
8c. Burt ſurely a man that entitles lus 
book, A Colleion of the Primitive Fathers, 
ſhould have left out cthisCouncil, which was 
not Three hundred years ago, far from a 
Council of Primitive men. And as for 
thoſe Fathers ( it they mult be called fo ) 
every one knows, that there were nor 
Thirty Greek Biſhops among them; nor 
were the Latines any other, than ſych as 
were packt and ſhuffled cogether, to play 
the Popes Game for him, Nor was the 
Popes Primacy debated at all among the 
Legates : No, the great buſineſs was =q 
the manner of the Proceſſion of the Holy 
Ghoſt : And when ſome of the Greeks 
were perſwaded at laſt to ſubſcribe to- 
that Aracle, the poor Greek Emperor be- 
ing wearied out by delayes, ſubſcribed the 
Doctrines of Purgatory, of the Popes Pri- 
macy, GC. himſelf, not fo much as im- 


parting the matter to the Greek Legates. 
Thus 
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This was the fine Council of Fathers , 
whoſe definition our Author reckons a- 
mong the reſt ; though perhaps with a 
delign to make up that by Tale, which 
was wanting in Werght. I ſay no more of 
that Council, becauſe you may ſce enough 
to invalidate the Authority of 1t, by that 
account which our Learned Dr. Stilling- 
fleet has given, our of Sguropulus, 1n his 
defence of the Greek, Church. Bur having 
faid thus much concerning this Contro- 
yerlie, I ſhall thenext time endeavour to 
ſatisfie you in that point concerning 
Images and Image-worſbip,about which the 
next great Controverſie was in the Ancient 
Church. 


